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Art Unit: 3692 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 12/21/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive- 
Applicant argues that the Examiner does not show the limitation of "determining 
as a function of each unique identifier, whether an associated client has consented to 
receiving respective financial data electronically". 

In response, Northington et al clearly teach making a plurality of distinctive 
financial transactions available to a client and providing any of the plurality of financial 
transactions to a respective client on demand or as requested. It is noted that financial 
transactions such as monthly billing statements or monthly bank statements are usually 
transmitted either electronically or via the United States Postal services or other well 
known courier services. A customer not having a computer or not having a means to 
receive financial transactions electronically would not have opted to receive said 
financial transactions report electronically via an electronic medium. Such a customer 
would have opted to receive the monthly report via the USPS or via a courier service. 
Likewise a customer having an electronic system would have then opted to receive 
such a report in an electronic format. Northington et al clearly teach providing a 
financial transaction report to a customer in an electronic format. The system of 
Northington et al electronically stores financial transaction in a database. Hence, 
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different unique identifiers having primary and secondary indexes or identifiers are 
taught so that these financial transactions can be easily stored and retrieved under 
different criteria. If there are different customers with different needs, then different 
unique identifiers would be created so as to store and retrieve the associated financial 
transactions. Thus, users who do not desire to receive electronic transactions via an 
electronic medium would be assigned different indexes or keys from users desiring to 
receive reports via the USPS or other courier services. 

Northington et al state, "the functionality available to each user via remote 
terminal 110 may be customized in accordance with the needs of the entity and/or the 
user. In a preferred embodiment, tasks and functions that may be performed by a user 
are determined by the end user's level of authorization to access the system 100.". 
Thus, Northington et al hint the limitation of determining, as a function of each unique 
identifier, whether the associated client has consented to receiving the respective 
financial data electronically. 

It should be noted that not all customers receive electronic statements. The 
manner of receiving the monthly report is usually based on the customer's choice as 
such would be stored in the customer's database or customer's profile as an agreement 
with a given system (such as that of Northington et al, a bank or a service provider). 

The Examiner had also cited Tognazzini to denote teachings of such an 
agreement between a customer and a service provider. Customers agree to receive 
receipts of transactions. Applicant is directed to column 5, lines 55-59 of Tognazzini 
where it is stated that "As long as both companies have agreed in advance on which 
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EDI transaction sets (message structures) they intend to use, and have agreed what 
each data element means, it is possible for the computers to send and receive 
messages without human intervention. In the Figure, Company A's computer has sent a 
Purchase Order (330) to Company B's computer. Company B's computer has 
determined that the order can be fulfilled and has responded by sending an 
acknowledgment (340) to Company A's computer. Automated bank card authorizations 
are accomplished in the same manner and methodology is suitable for the generation, 
transmission and acknowledgment of electronic receipts". 

Tognazzini teach a system and method for providing electronic receipts in a form 
of a report, to a customer only after the customer opts to have the delivery of electronic 
receipts. See column 2, lines 61-65, column 3, lines 4-9, column 4, lines 65-67 and 
column 5, lines 55-59 of Tognazzini. Thus, Tognazzini clearly teaches a consentment 
between a customer and a service provider for the provision of digital receipts. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the. time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teachings of providing an agreement of a manner 
of transmitting financial reports as taught by Tognazzini into the system of Northington 
et al in order to provide the customer with a choice so that users who do not have an 
electronic medium may still continue to receive financial reports via the mail or other 
form of courier services. 

Applicant then argues that one skilled in the art would not have been motivated 
to combine the system of Northington et al with that of Tognazzini because Northington 
provides a centralized facility which a user can employ to manage multiple accounts 
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and view activities on those accounts via a remote terminal whereas Tognazzini uses 
an EDI system for the transmission of electronic receipts. 

In response, the Examiner disagrees because Tognazzini is merely used for the 
teachings of providing an agreement between a customer and a service provider for the 
transmission of financial receipts. Tognazzini has not been applied for their structural 
means or devices. The claimed system or product codes and structures for performing 
the claimed invention are present in Northington et al and there is no need to turn to 
Tognazzini for additional structural components for realizing the claimed invention. 
Northington is sufficed for so doing. 

Applicant's representative then argues that "No explanation is provided of the 
the system that one skilled in the art would purportedly have been led to based on the 
combined teachings of the References". 

In response, the applicant is directed to the above arguments and the prior Office 

action. 

The claimed invention does not patentably distinguish over any combination of 
the references as stated above and in the prior Office action. 

Applicant then argues that the Examiner does not show under control of a 
second server: receiving consented information from a first server. In response, it is 
noted that the system of Northington et al is a sophisticated system having a plurality of 
different computer systems or computers for performing different functions. Haying a 
first or second server performing different functions would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art to note or to do in the system of Northington et al in order to 
allocate different tasks to different computer systems thereby providing a more rapid 
and robust system that can quickly search and retrieve a requested information from a 
customer. 

Applicant then argues that the system of Northington et al and/or Tognazzini fail 
to teach or suggest validating a user or user information. 

In response, the Examiner notes that in a database or server, there usually exists 
one or more servers, one or more data storage located in one or more locations. The 
system must be able to retrieve information for the one or more servers or databases, 
provide prompts to the user, capture inputted information or request, allow the user to 
edit data, check for validity and provide error messages. These are well known 
attributes that must be present in designing a database or server. Thus, in the system 
of Northington whether stated or not a user's inputted data or request would have been 
checked and validated and the request would have been met as a search result being 
transmitted back to the user or customer. Furthermore, Northington et al clearly teach 
searching a database for a user's requested information after the user or customer has 
logged on to the system using an Id and/or password. See column 8, line 1 to column 
9, line 24 of Northington. 

The prior Office action is repeated below. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

, (a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 17-50, 59-74 and 83-118 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Northington et al. (US Patent No. 6,128,602) in view of Tognazzini 
(US Patent No. 5,739,512). 

As per claims 17-26, and 31-43, 45-50, 59-67, 69, 71-74, 83-92 and 95-118, 
Northington et al disclose a system and method of making financial transaction 
information available electronically to remote client terminals. The system and method 
comprise receiving financial transaction data for a plurality of distinct financial 
transactions. It should be noted that most financial transactions and types of financial 
transactions where a receipt is kept or donated to the customer or purchaser include a 
unique identifier identifying a particular financial transaction so as to differentiate that 
particular transaction from other financial transactions and also so as to better store and 
retrieve individual financial transactions. Furthermore, it should be noted that a bank's 
monthly statement includes a plurality of individual financial transactions having unique 
identifiers. Thus, these financial transactions include unique identifiers and purchasers 
names and/or codes and or addresses associated with each given transaction. Thus, 
the determining function is obvious to note with an instant glance or when referred to 
the database or storage which stores these financial transactions. 
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Applicant is directed to column 7, line 44 to column 8, line 40 of Northington et al. 
Northington et al also teach suppressing transmission of a paper based version of the 
consented respective financial data, sending an E-mail message directly to an E-mail 
address of the associated client which may be for incorporation into a financial software 
program (applicant is referring to column 10, lines 56 to 65, column 1 1 , lines 4-10, 
column 5, lines 15-29). The client system and the server system communicate with one 
another over a secure connection via the Internet. The system performs comparison of 
logins, passwords and reconciliation of stored information with inputted information. 
See column 14, lines 1 1-23 and column 6, lines 52-64 of Northington et al.. 

Applicant has argued that Norhtington fails to also teach "determining as a 
function of each unique identifier, whether the associated client has consented to 
receiving the respective financial data electronically and if it is determined that the 
associated client has consented to receiving the respective financial data electronically, 
making the respective financial transaction data available to the associated client 
electronically". 

In response, the Examiner disagrees with the applicant's assertion. It is noted 
that Northington states that "Remote terminal 110 provides user access to the system 
100 enabling users to access information, administer accouts, control spending and 
other account activities, request reports, and perform other tasks. The functionality 
available to each user via remote terminal 110 may be customized with the needs of the 
entity and/or the user". See column 5, lines 40-56. Northington further states that a 
user may request a report or the report may periodically delivered to a user. See 
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column 8, lines 1-18 of Northington. Thus, providing consent to receiving electronically 
financial information is suggested by Northington. Furthermore, it is noted that if the 
financial data relates to the buying/selling of securities, as noted in the applicant's 
specification, particularly page 3, lines 13-16, it is stated that "the SEC has developed a 
set of compliance regulations specifically for electronic delivery of financial information 
and requires that a user consent to having such information either delivered 
electronically or maintained electronically where a user can access it, e.g., through the 
Internet". 

Furthermore, Tognazzini discloses a system and method for providing digital 
delivery of receipts to a customer. See the abstract. Tognazzini further states that a 
company conducting business with another company may opt for the automatic transfer 
of digital receipt. Tognazzini then states: 

"By placing commercially available EDI software (320) as middleware between the computer and 

the incoming/outgoing data, it is possible to map the data contained within an EDI message to/from a 
company's internal databases. As long as both companies have agreed in advance on which EDI 
transaction sets (message structures) they intend to use, and have agreed what each data element 
means, it is possible for the computers to send and receive messages without human intervention. In the 
Figure, Company A's computer has sent a Purchase Order (330) to Company B's computer. Company 
B's computer has determined that the order can be fulfilled and has responded by sending an 
acknowledgment (340) to Company A's computer. Automated bank card authorizations are accomplished 
in the same manner and methodology is suitable for the generation, transmission and acknowledgment of 
electronic receipts.". 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Tognazzini into Northington et al in 
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order to allow the delivery of financial information electronically at a user's consent with 
the motivation of providing users with an authentic receipt of their financial transactions. 

As per claims 28-31 , 68 and 94, Northington et al do not explicitly state sending a 
consent change request and confirming the consent change request as being 
authorized. As per this limitation, Northington et al allow a user to periodically obtain 
information at will. Thus a user may also be willing to change the period to receive the 
information or the destination or the address or a person has to receive a receipt of 
related financial transactions. Furthermore, in the system of Tognaizzini, the two 
companies may also be opted to change or modify their consent or agreement when a 
previous agreement expires. Thus, functions of receiving the consent change request, 
confirming the consent change request is authorized and storing the associated one of 
consent or non-consent with the respective transaction type would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to do in the combination of Northington et al and 
Tognazzini in order to acknowledge which entity that an authentic receipt or record of 
financial transactions should be transferred to. 

The teachings of Northington et al. and Tognazzini are discussed above. As per 
claims 27, 44, 70, 93, the comnbination of Northington et al and Tognazzini does not 
explicitly state maintaining a record of each sent E-mail message that does not 
successfully reach its intended E-mail destination. However, both and Tognazzini 
Northington et al teach sending E-mail to client terminals. Also, most E-mail systems 
have an automatic features of identifying E-mails that are not read, open or reached a 
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destination. Incorporating such a feature in the system of Northington et al. and 
Tognazzini would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art in order to 
determine alternate means of communicating requested information to a requester. If a 
recipient has failed to receive an E-mail message, sending a paper-based 
representation of the financial transaction data associated with each unsuccessfully 
sent E-mail message would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to do in 
the system of Northington et al and Tognazzini in order to assure that the requester 
does receive the requested information. 



3. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Conclusion 



4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frantzy Poinvil whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6797. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Chilcot can be reached on (571) 272-6777. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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